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Dear Dick, 

ftAor to youroall this afternoon X had addressed this envelope to your home because 
you told me you would, not move your office until after two weeks. I had expected to 
write you of other things. However, after almost 15 hours of work today (and I’ve not 
yet Q read the morning papers on the Watergate) I'm too weaay for them and instead win 
addras some of the things that may at any moment be required knowledge for you. Perhaps 
thxs is a bad way of putting it because I will be giving estimates and opinions. 

2 do not see Publishers ' Weekly and would appreciate copies of anything it carries 
on projected or contracted books on this subject. In part my interest is that of the pos- 
sible publisher. I’m old fashioned enough to believe that my interest lies in serving 
his as honestly as A can* 

The Glass House tapes has been kicking ground for more than a year. Lengthy excerpts 
were printed in the Los Angeles Free Press, nless there has been a radical change, it is 
not a Watergate bode but is the interviewed of a guy named Freed with a former W «»>.- 
police fink named ouis Tackwood, on whom I have a large file, dealing with his finking. 
He did say, long before any of tills, that violence was to be police provoked at tho San 
Diego GOP convention and that he was to be part of it. I recall nothing else relevant. 
Freed did a novel with Hark Lane titled Executive Action, it is due from ^eU soon with 
a large printing. That Dell doesn't go for this, unless I misunderstood you, is a sigi 
of their estimate of the work. Especially with Dalton Trumbo doing a movie script. After 
the taping of the Tackwood interviews, Freed lias aligned himself with a series of nuts, 
some quite sincere, but all of whom 1 know extremist irrationally on the Yfatorljate and 
assassinations subjects. I am familiar with their stuff. They make it up as they go. 

The Impeachment of Hilton is the title of an irresponsible book, for that in not 
yet upon us. You know my estimates of this and they are not as new as my giving them to' 
you a week ago. But there is a differonce between publishing a book and offering an 

opinion. The alternative is that the title is a eomeon. That would not be needed with a 
solid book. 

I do not recall the otter two you mentioned, 

Hunt was working on two books before his arrest. I don’t know his progress. Or his 
state of mind. % estimate of him is that it is not conducive to rapid completion, of 
his manuscripts. Especially not from inside one of the viler jails. Neither is a Water- 
gate book. One is on the hay of pigs, his self-justification. The other is one of his 
many cheap thrillers. ; Putnam is doing the thriller, Arlington House the political pap. 

John Starr, who is not listed in the current LKP, is handling E ^6thblatt (Watergate 
Cubans' lawyer) novel done with Argosy editor Hilton Haehlin.The title, Hightower, is 
said to be a disguise for Watergate* It can* t have substance* 

^4 

Frank MankLewicz, who presided over those parts of the KeGovem disaster he did not 
engineer, is doing an analysis for Quadrangle. Considering wha£ the investigation over 
which he presided turned up, which is much less than I did without leaving home - if it 
turned up anything - I'd expect the book to be a scholarly nothing. I have some famil- 
iarity with the depositions and they show no real investigation. 

Clark Mollenhoff and the two Post reporters will do solid work and they both 
be wall done. Bantam will haws Clark' s fast if he doea it fast. But if he does it will be 
a pot-boiler. Hore, an incomplete one. should have good personal stuff on his personal 
experiences in the White House, until even he could take it no longer. When last he spoke 
Of this he defended Nixon and. carried a burning iron for Ziegler. Not knowing he was doing 
a book I gave him some leads. I have heard nothing from him about them since. If he and 
the lost boys, both of whom I know and both of whom have copies of cy earlier memos on 
this and a few of my files, do no more than rewrite their 3tories, what kind of books 
will they produce? S & S will at some future date hardback Woodward and Bernstein's. 
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-uenco a puhii3jier, who kno^s the gold do can t cane from annas but frau trash-imps 
However, tJiia is in every way an exceptional subject. If Clark has completed Ms book it 
is a dated nothingness before publication. If he has net, despite Hantaa'a best efforts, 

!?V ] ^ ov , how “°° d th ®y 0311 ba » O” 1 ? i^s teabag alone will sell it. What happened to 
their fhe btrtoge Case of James Earl Hay, by Clay diair, is wbat I thick will bo repeated, 
it was blasted as a not parUcularly good rehash and it flopped hard and fast, tod it had 
no competition. If Clark ignores the newest and most sensational dovelojmionts, what will 
be said of his book? If he doesn't, how fast can it be expected? And this, I think, is a 
subject on which anything not solidly responsible will not b« well received. The liberal 
journals, remember, are those leading the defense of Nixon and pretending he had no 
personal knowledge, later amended to except, maybe, the- covering up. 

« ?“ “* roas0Ila 1 dela y ed making any kind of an approach to anyone is because I 
antlcipa fced ali of this and more. I have been working on tills since it happened and 
have, except for fine details, been ahead on everything. % understanding was this good: 
predictions of what would faappan and would come out were in the hand of friends before 
tftey dxd* And tii^r did, too. I will enclose a parafprpsii Xxom a friend wlu> has iust 
retired after a lifetine as an AP reporter, all around the world. It relates to ay 
jungtorart on Ma mat ter only, not on publishing prospects. It may not interest a publisher, 
out .... wi.,1 tell you that I have been on top before the top came to a head and nay have 
influenced developments. 0* the other hand, it nay tell a publisher that perhaps I do 
understand what I am talking about. 



However, my major problem Was coacoioing e viable book that would satisfy ms on 
its worth. The concept I have given you is not new. What is new is my conviction that it 
now wall not. frighten reviewers or the responsible proas. It took more than Goldwater 
to persuade me. Now even conservative and respectable Senators are using my description 
of eleven months ago, deepest subversion. Joe kraft to saying in his column that Nixon, 
biegler et al are part of the cancer. Or, the concept is now acceptable. It is, to me, only 

logical progression ox what I wrote five yoara ago and iiad to bo edited out of Frame4n^ 
o only the speed of developments, and tiiere my underestimation was serious. 

Substitute totalitarianism for fascism to tto title and the respectables are now saying 
exactly that. However, Kollenhaff and. one of the two Pesters arc eensorrativee , and they 
KOI not say this, l’hc Posters, who have conflicting political views, will not be able to 
agree on a political line, tod most of all what this subject will need is context, explana~ 
tion of meaning. Nothing to recent histoiy, if anything in the past, 1ms had the exposure 
tom subject is going to got* it has begin* So, much of the reason for anyone buying a 
book will be gone. If the bock can* t be billed and sold as what lias not been said by the 
papers, what has not been on the tube or to the trial and hearings, there should he a 
reasonable expectation that it will not sell well. On the other hand, if it can be so 
presented, then all of this extraordinary exposure should be free advertising for that 
book. I think this is the one I, and I think I alone, have to mind. 

At the seme time , the formula I am developing to the only one of which I can th-inir 
that gets around what can happen, even Nixon being offed. let new details come out, they 
won t effect the book, except possibly to increase sales. They can* t kill it. *Wmber, 
writ "ton and publi ^ he cl Enllionc of worlds on topi ctiX Batter's, breaking stories, z-.vt d 
not once have developments upstaged me. Nona of ny work is yet dated. Nor, for that mat- 
Xi&rf H&s an^on^ added substantially to it* So, X have soifie experience in wiitting stu>* 
cessful ly around breaking stories* 



xi 1 wore not as strapped as I am, financially and with urgent personal needs, I 
could produce this book so fast, subject to t be kind of editing X have never had and 
always wanted, that; a hardback could be out as fast as a paperback* X have done it# tftay- 
m a publisher would not consider it, bit I think it would h aip seal a fast bock and at 
hardback price* And at lower cost than the usual hardback* Meaning more profit* 



Is it possible that this is 
is public domain* 



the only formula that has laovie possibilities? !£he rest 
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this, and not az a gimnick, “ conservatives. I really mean 

Despite the success of my personal invesfcLpa-H n« r «„j t 
an analyst. It is for this that I was really usS was and I remain, essentially, 
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contribute to confabulation, whewT^dll^o- *"*» *h»t mil slow things or 

should be on oaoer Todav tm ,5!?^ ^ not 11376 011 ^P 037 wha * is in the mind and 

time and relating to what *s ism t T™ more 0e3rere Pressures, including of 
that with an ^SB ^tSaS f f°“? UUs3tLoB * 1 nonetheleS believe 

that should bo edited with thoughtfulness and care? ° U ' & S °° d b °° k fast ’ but one 

thin^^VtX^hSe^ ^ « — — r 

had to send the ACLU, perhaps 4 000 words An* t p^ st hours * 1 did the memo I 
oa this and filed them^or £t£^t£Sl ° 8U ^ t “ P ° n ” of the *«* Mortals 
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too, but with this kind of ^tekaAhatia real' . arrangement of chapters. 



Slncorely^ 







m tints: If the first 3^7 1 b a fair sa^le, the Senate 
than plumed, ^33 naa running them is a lawyer, not ssi ©rgsniser. 



will rm much longer 
Is unaware of the simple 
positive ■ 

efficiencies ^ psacttesd 5? jssrss ago* 5fhe GOP mea^bers show e^ary sign of i&w detachaieiit fxim 
Wyatt and tb© White House* have done their hose vorfc, end give strong indications of doing a 

^6b* th&Ir q^i political futures and that of their party depends upon their co^lncing 
everyroe s§ their honesty and sincerity in this matter* So, they will question s^xt sndthat will 
taka time* Z believe that those who see their best Interest in t&Bdssg wi ll talk Store than Is 
now sxpeeted » and what they couftea about thetsselves and ethers will lead to more questioning* 
if not aloo to more witnesses* While the cone d ttea could take a break and resume hearings later, 
I think they*!! want to u m the hearings to pressure the reluctant prosectxtiCKcu Or, rm 
longer than now sch ed ul e d* 
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